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The philosopher dwelt alone in his transcendental world;
he went fathoming on, fearless and unreproved, in the
very abysses of human thought; and, it is not impro-
bable, had followed out his doctrines into that theory at
which men in whom the rationalistic faculty prevails,
and who are still under the influence of a latent
religiousness, so often arrive. He had wrought out a
vague Pantheism, singularly anticipative of that which
in its various forms now rules in modern Germany.
But we must at a later period revert to Erigena as in
one sense the parent of scholasticism, but of scholas-
ticism as a free, discursive, speculative science, before it
had been bound up with rigid orthodoxy by Aquinas,
Bonaventura, and Duns Scotus. Berengar, it should
seem, with a weaker and far less original mind, had
been caught in the logical trammels of Erigena, from
which he could not escape. He was not without the
pride which arises from the adoption as well as the
discovery of new and apparently distinct views of mys-
terious subjects, as manifesting superior intellectual
strength and acuteness (that pride is betrayed in his
somewhat contemptuous challenge to Lanfranc), or he
shrank from the coarser materialism which seemed en-
forced by the doctrines of Paschasius Radbert, and
which had already encountered opposition from Eabanus
Maurus, the monk Katrarnn, and some others.0 He
proclaimed, as the true doctrine of the Church, the
counter definition of his master Erigena, which, assert-
ing the real Presence, declared that real Presence
spiritually conceived.*1

* On the question of the authorship
of the treatise ascribed to Scotus
Erigena, and to th* monk Ratramnus,
compare Gieseler. The treatise of

Scotus, if he wrote expressly on the
subject, is lost. Compare Schrockfc,
xxiii. 441, et seqq.

d The discovery of the famous tiea-